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EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 


Prepared for the use of:- 
Peau TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS. NINTH CIRCUT COURT 
AT SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA. 


BY pf A a Z 
Ketiew Lega 5 AE 
af) 


, rabOeyY LEON UGE 


Appointing myself in Propria Persona as my attorney. TITLE 
28 Sec. 2678 ATTORNEY FEES; Penality- limiting fees to 25% 


of judgement, precludes plaintiff from hiring an attorney. 


Tiote: 
Defendants should include THE UNITED STATES 


POST OFFICE and John Does; see argument in REVIEW OF THE 
SIGNIFICANT FACTS OF THE RECORD OF THE ABOVE CASE...AND A 


BHIEF HISTORY OF THE CASE, page 7 line 15. LODGED 


E i L E D Title page 
SEP 5 1967 


—_— WM. B. LUCK, CLERK oN “a eo)? oe 
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LIST OF DOCUMENTS PRESENTED BY SEQUENCE: 
PETITION FOR CORRECTION OF PETITION FOR REMOVAL OF A 
CIVIL ACTION AND FOR RELIEF FROM POTENTIAL INJUDICIOUS 
ACTS BY THE DEFENDANTS. Jute y2o, IGG. 
PetacioNn FOR DECISION IN BEHALF OF PLAINTIFF Aug. 16,'66. 
ANSWER TO MOTION FOR MORE DEFINITE STATEMENT POINTS 


AND AUTHORITIES. Abreviation: - ANS. FOR PTS. AUTHORITIES. 
Oct., 14, 1966 


MEMORANDA STATEMENT OF FACTS STIPULATIONS POINTS OF LAW 


Abreviation for: - MEMO. FACTS PTS OF LAW. ome, 18) | JUS te 
ANSWER TO MEMORANDUM AND ORDER. ANS. TO MEMO. & ORDER. 

May 1967 

PETITION FOR NEW TRIAL June 1967 
MOTICE OF APPEAL June, 27, 1967 


PETITION FOR HEARING ON MOTION FOR APPEAL -- AND THAT 
SPETITION FOR NEW TRIAL", BE CONSIDERED A SUPPORTING BRIEF 
MOR ABOVE ACTION. July 26, 1967. (List is not complete.) 
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Digitized by the Internet Archive 
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Public. Resource.Org and Law.Gov 
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CHEAT OS 


preter OLL SERVICE, INC. v. HOP? O77 co. 
woo Cal meo0. £0 S22, 
Payments made under mistake recovered. 
Used in- ANSWER TO MEMORWDUM ASD ORDER of wey 1967 
geese c. “Olaivele? salen 
= NOTICE OF API EAL Fese 4 line 27 
CHRISTIN BEACON v, UNITED ST.TErs 
Coo aeons Wag 512 
"Federal Courts heve jurisdiction..." 
Used in- PETITION FOR NEW DRIAL pase GO jine Ze. 
EANNSE v. WILLIAMS 
Hoo Cel 142, 8. PF. No. 5227 Jen, 4, 1944. 
Payment made due to mistake recovered. 


REVineWw Of SIGNIFICANT PARTS... BRIE? DEES LORI 5. 


See use of case in REVIEW soee 14 fine 26; 
In ANS, TO MEMO & ORDER Pease 7 lane a2 
Peec in MNOTICS Ca APewer, Passe S line 9. 


CLAUS H HENNINGTON AND HELEN HENNINGSEN  v. 
BLOOM@IELD MOTORS, INC., feo Caran CO 
161 AZd 69 1960 (Atlentic Reporter) 
"The gross inequality of barganing POST proms. 
The task of the judiciary..." A parallel case decided 


2n favor of an ordinary men 
Used in@NS.1C MEM & ORDER May ‘66 pee 2 line 32. 


TE 


cont.) 

Meer eiSON Vv. UNITED STATES 240 Fed 517, 518-519 (fd- 
Memorandum end Order combining judyjeuent cuusea ¢ 

ee orctardins 200c cena Limi (= Cir 1986) 

Pee-uiGerstendins of appecl tine limit. 


Wecea.-) PRTETIC:) rom Niv TRialL pase S line 10 


Peeve i OT, 90 U.S... N.Y. le Howard. 289, 132 
Ba 990. Recovered cost of Newspaper withheid 
Dyepostmasuer from FP. O. Box. 
Wieck ee JOTICZ Os 7 Prec pa =e oO lee ke 
PSUUMMOM HOR SN SAL Space Ge lane sy 


THIS BRInF pase ll line 


PURE OIL CO, v. TUCKER 164 Fad 945 


Restitution for over payments mode. 


tw 
O 


Used: NOTICE OF APPEAL paze 4 line 


Si. TUTES 


ees STTeS SUrREMS CCURT DiGHoT 1967 Cuculative 
mepplemsns to volume 17 of Cours Rules = Rule 538. 
Weed: = PETITION FOR NEW TRIAL page Ss line 1 


TITLE 18 U.S.CODE Sec. 1701 - 1703 


Used; - NOTICE OF APPEAL page 1 line 17 
pewe 3S line 7 


mor 20 U.5.CODE Sec. 171 
Used: - ANS FOR PTS. AUTHORITIES Apr. 19, 1967 
Peviced Trererence Tor paso G line sO 


nm 


wy 


Beetles (Cont. ) 
Mees 2S U.S. CODON tec. 171 (Ccont.) 
Used s— REVIEW OF SIGNIFICANT PAR See. Pheer Meee. 
Page 6 lineris 
MiTLe 39 U.S.CODE Sec 2101 (Yor See. 501 see below)* 
Weeds REVIEW Ps... HISTORY Pager = tine 2o 
Mien 59 U.S. CCDE Sec. 2502 


Wiseee— POTICH Of era AL Frage 7 line 23 
mens, OF U.5.CODa SHC. 2409 


Risea-= RaVily 272... H1s-TORY reme ¢ line 16 
mie 59 U.S. CODE See. 5525 

sed: Om Ce On APPEAL rec 1 line 20 
Mites 59 U. S. CODE See 4055 

Used:- NOTICH OF APPEAL lees) Wey tha 8S) 


moe OF U.S.CODE Secs. 6006 ~ 6007 


Pesca. - is. TO REMO AND ORDERS i ieee eo 


VLE See His POR fei 1 ILO) llshote 
NOTICH OF APPEAL Pace 


ft 
ke 
pe 
Ha} 

(te 

Ds 
oO 


Meri 09 U.S. CODE See. 501 
eec;—- REViny 20S... Bis TORyY Fogew oO 22ne 16 


POSTAL MANUAL 
Bee, 115 COMPLAINTS (See also PART 515} 


Used:- Notice of Appeal re Seuros taine 1) 


Af 


Pot eUAL (Cont. ) 
Bee 147 PAYMENTS “ND REFUNDS (Use for Part 34) 
Wsede= ANS. HOR POS. AUWMORITIZS Pe. 6 line 
HOTIGe OF 2 r run Pawe 7 Laie Ti 
Revie Piss his TORY Pome 7 line 7 


fee 166, SPECIAL DELIVERY (seco 554 Spec. Deliv. Serv) 


Wccowmor 600.7 1n ANS, SOR PIS T ANeeaT C27 fies 
Page 2 Line 15 
Wseds= REVIEW PES. HISTORY Pase 7 line 6 
DNOTLCHeO: fers PAfS 2 line 6 

fen 615 CUSTOMER COMPLAINTS 
Used:- NOTICE OF APPEAL Pager o Line ha 


Peer 205 POSTHCE DUE MATL (Us3 to replace Time) V1 
reference) 

eed-~ “ee POR PIS. BUTHORITics Bicep oei ine ic 

Rivet 2 lo. HESTORY rage 4 line 4 

PART 354 SPECIAL DELIVERY SERVICE (See also Gec.163) 


Wsed:= ANS, HOR PTS, AUTEORI TINS 22092 1ine io 


NOTICE Of APPEAL Page 5S line 20 
PERT 492.6 and 802 
eco fhvie) fis. BL>TORY Poeew wine” —< 
Bea! 742 CODE OF CONDUCT 


Wsed: = NOTICH OF APEHAL Beuete: i igue\! iy) 
*iTote: 
Given slits of Che pter 1 part Soa fee 
Mocument. Except for ‘sinor differences Part 163 end 354 
Memeunecr will equal what is quoted. The working POSTAL 


Meee, 1S LOCSE LEAr and minor, changes are frequent. 


& 


ol Ae OURS SOIR Gms 
Pe THe AMZRICAN RETUSLIC by Pater Odgeuard 
Beet iV Chapter 19, “Leval TOeSPONSTolueuy.. Dee 4o0 
Moca in thas BRigt Ssase G@ line 7) 


ROY Chepter <1 pare 508 


bs 


Seat V POYER LAN L133! 
Used in this BRIEF vage 11 line 24. 


&. ARCO COURSE BY ARCO FUBLISHING CG., 480 Meximston 


RenS y ye ae 
Used in ANS. FOR PTS. AUTHORITIES page 4 line 26. 
5. CORFUS JURIS SECUNDUM postoffice ¢ 
24 


Q 


iit r 0. Dom P.O.S8S., P.ile 4nd Otegereoe occ 
&. in general --- By stetute U.S.C.A4A. 6361 has 


power to promulgate postal resguletions which er 
controlling and have the force of law, subject 
to the limitations that the regulations must not 
be inconsistent with the postal act and that they 
GO NOt trbucs On léesislative vover, but are 


Gesigned and purport only to belbedministretive 


Used? = this: Baie. oe. 22 im, ee. 


Mee merecter., <= 
Pree DRS DIGEST Albee '..c 1967 page 443 


Used: - This BRige Page ies line 12 


eee Ore LL, col ae 

Memereecermon Genicr is the postnester at Berysville, 
Mmeeicrimee Tis cose is the result of the Bbove posta, ster 
Me isice LO Accept a protest mede by the Due Scoala et 
Meee Oto Services and postel charges ade ut the .woryovillie 
Memeo tec. THis case wes originelly filed in tre 2.7.LL 
Meee OCURT, COULITY OF YUB4, STATE OF C4ALIVCRULi. 45 the 
Meer ometOse not to recognize the plaintiffs claim for 
Beimburcement of overcharges, and allezsed that the post- 
Mester was,- "(iActing) within his official discreticn under 
Bolor of Such office.',- action wes taken by the cefense to 
Meme tie Cass to the U. S. District Court at Sacramento, 
Belitornia, by authority of Title 2&8 Gec. 1446. 

memo sintair accepted the change of jurisdiction on 
ene assumpticn thet an equiteble decision would be mads 

Meseq On ali of the fects presented. However the Avopeels 

Mmeurt jay find upon reviewins the case, that the government 
ettorneys were in error, in not recommending that the pléein- 


ed for his overcharze, and that they should 


iG] 


Bitt be reimbur: 
Mave let the postmaster defend hinself, in the lower court, 
Merce the postmaster was not acting under any Fostal or 
Mevernnicnt order, in choosing not to sccept the HO oF OEE 
Meron, O: the plaintiff. Ses TEAL v SELTO., 15 lew ec. 
Seemeeeascucsed in NOTICE OF .PFEAL page 6 1 


ines 10 through 


Mo enc page 7, lines 1 througn 24. 


7 


da The American Republic by Peter H. Odegard, Part lv, 
THE STRUCTURE OF POWER Chapter 19, The Federal Bureaucracy, 
eee oO) COP right, "Lesel responsibility has becn enforced 
Meets the Ordinary courts, and liability for wroncful acts 
Mecivil servants has attached to the individual uné not to 
mee socte.” 

Pemctre Case now Stands, the pleintiff must cnoose to 


mpeal tO tne Court of Appeals for relief. 


RUBOTIONS FRE TLD 


iecthcr the postmester,- "(Acting) within his 
Seeecrel discretion and color of such office”",- has the 


ment tO ignore postal regulations. 

Cee eetnhecr the plaintiff hes the right to expect 
MeeevUrsement for charges collected in error for services 
Bm. rendered. 

©. ‘nether e postmaster not acting under Fostal or 
Meernment resulations is immune from tort action when such 
ee one l ministerial action damages the rights of a postal 
latron. 

fee ether a postinaster can annul @ postal petron's 
Meo FCO mke a compleint of petition. 

Oo. Whether the court erred in ruling against question 
lo. (2) above, and not considering the other questions. 

Peeesnecher the court erred in not granting plaintiff 


€geal aid and whether the government is a party to the case. 


STATE? OF BacTs ’ 

Peacereproduction of the neice shown bélow, exhibits 
fe Tacts .' it was received at the post office on ay 30, 
1966 a holiday, and would have been received by the plain— 
tif On that day if it had been placed in his post office 
box. It was withheld for alleged postage deficiency 
regardless of the fact, that no outside address was on file 
Bees une postotfice to make special delivery service possible. 

The ¢ stamp, canceled but undated represents the 
alleged deficiency. 


The plaintiff took time off from work to enquire about 


© 0 eevsenmret Persians ertxe tose 


WNITEO STATES POST OFFICE 


(LD) ARTICLE TOO LARGE FOR 8OX 


prman WITH POSTAGE DUE 
a) 


OC) PUBLICATION 


3907 


roared Peds 


PLEASE PRESENT THIS NOTICE AT WINDOW INDICATED 
REGARDING ITEM CHECKED BELOW. THIS CARD MUST 


NOT BE TAKEN FROM POST OFFICE. 


= 


NOTICE TO CALL AT WINDOW 


2 > IV WIV ie b> f 
1 ; mS 1 
iOz. SS p00 ee 
ae ae 
ar 5 dee 
AIR MAIL —- i oe 
2 Special Delivery. 3 
i a ee 


memo tl shortly before the postofficets closing tine 
Meee ere 2nd, 1966. The postal clerk refused delivery of 
Mmmerctigger Until he had taxen O/ from the pis*Atis:. 

Meoemcde clcaintiif telephonea the svostmaster to protest 
Memo OmOnins day, the postmaster declined to acce,t the 
Meee coe 5eC RUVIAY OF THE SIGNI2PiCalT BLeTs CP ME RECC2D 
wee ee ERT HISTORY OF THE C:7E, Dames J s-memc 6 for 
Mere COtvails of facts. 

Eoce: 

Momsers nOt an isolated case. 2 havea letter from 
me-colcszcr'’s wife, in which she mentions having to Grive into 
Meeoy tte for her special delivery letters although she 
Bives within two (200) hundred feet of the fostimans rural 


route. 
SUBLIARY OF ARGUTENT 


Mois Lhe argument of the plaintiff that rules in 

Meer rostal Manual are adequate to govern in this cass 

eee VANIAL, Part 555 Special Delivery Service, 
Mpeerue os. 7 PAYMONTS FOR DELIVERY, FES BAGIS 904.72¢. 
Meenot Jay 2 fee when: a. Special Delivery service is not 
Mumcerea Or attempted, b. Delivery is made throusn post 
meee -ecc Window or box.... 

fee ce 147 PRETAYEE T AND REFINDS, sub part 147.2 


Meenas, 147.25 ‘mount of refund availeble, 147.251 
VO 


Rerunds of 100;) will be sede: a. When the postel service 
Meee eit... f. “hen fees ure peia@ for svecial aelivery, 
Meee tet Handling, end certified mail and the urticle fails 
Meer ceive the special service for which fee has been psid. 

emer s, O1O CUSTOMER COMPIATHTS-5135.2, ORAL COMPLATTZS, 
mo .cl. imployees must make = menorandu. in writiage on 
Mee 1855, Record of call or visit, of 611 coaplaints 
meceived Orelly either in verson or by telephorie. 


4. <A vostmaster is not immume from court action unless 
Mueoecceias under sn existing postal regulation. See TH’ 
Me 22LTON, is Howard (284 US), 15 LuY. Ed. 990, 40 co P.c, 
Metl.22. See NOTICE OF APPEAL page 6, lines 10 a7, page 
eli oto 24. 

9. Gums paid as the result of errors are recoverable. 
See ALSRICAN OIL SERVICE vs. HOPE OIL COMPANY 233 cal. App 
me O22 and HiNNSH vs. Williams (S.F. No. 5227 Jan. 4, 1944. 
Meee eevitt's REVIEW OF THE SIGNIFICANT FACTS... BD 4 
Meee = 1oTORY OF THE CiSE, page 135, lines 16-27 and through 
Beecs 14 6nd 15 to line 13 on page 156. 

peeeenc SOTIC’ OF AFFEAL, by the defendant should be 


Meesicered to be an arguient SUpole ent nee asm ei 


mich of its material is copied in the following argument. 


7. Tne persistence with which the postmaster was dc- 
fended in the case TEAL v. FELTON (summarized on page 19), 


should be noted. Persistence without merit on public purse. 


// 


ARGUMENT 

In a MEMORANDUM AND ORDER dated may 1, 1967 and sent 
to the Plaintiff, tbe Court determined against the Plain- 
tiff's effort to recover the three cents that had been 
charged against him in error and his costs. The following, 
quotes lines 19, 20 and 21 of page 2 of the MEMORANDUM AND 
ORDER, "It is, therefor, ordered that the plaintiff take 
nothing by this action and that judgement be for the defendant.” 
This decision was affirmed by a JUDGEMENT of the Court cated 
meriy 7, 1967. 

iweaceiving at the decision the Court erred, in fitting 
the following statement to to the case, from same MEMORANDUM 
as above, 2nd paragraph page 2, "It is elementary law that it 
@ person pays even an illegal demand (This is not to suggest 
maet the demand here is illegal. That question need not be 
reached.) or pays a demand through ignorance or misappre- 
Mension of the law respecting its validity, but not under 
Compulsion or coersion, he cannot recover the money so paid. 
(See: Pure 011 Co. v. Tucker, 164 F2d 945; American Oil 
Service Inc. v. Hope Oi) Company, 255 Cal. Lpp eed Sac; 
Thompson v. Thompson, 218 Cal. App, 2d 804; Hoim v Bramvell, 
Meeceal.App. 2d 332; and Mc Millan v. O'Brien, 219 Cal. 775). 

None of these cases were mentioned or discussed at or 
Meior to the trial. (See plaintiff's STATEMENT OF POINTS (2). 
However the second case mentioned above, can be interpreted 


im the plaintiff's favor, because in it, it was determined 


iz 


moet money paid due to error or mistake of fects is recover- 
able. In HANNAH v. WILLIAMS (see page 11 line 16) it was 
determined that an advance made by the plsintiff was recov- 
Brable because of a mutual mistake with respect to the law. 

The Court concluded the paragraph discussed above, lines 
m>,18 page 2 as follows, "I am of the view thet this rule 
Bs determinative of this case and that there is no need for 
me to discuss any of the issues which plaintiff seeks to 
raise. This avoidance of the issues condones the following 
Bar ense: 

ifemeeietton or U. S. Code, TITLE 18, Sec. 1701 and 1703 
by post office clerks, for who's conduct the postmaster, 
(the defendant) is responsible, by authority of U. S. Code 
Sections 5525, and 6006. - Special Delivery Service (b) -, of 
TITLE 39, as a result of the clerks in error withholding a 
personal letter from the post office box of the plaintiff, 
P. 0. Box 651, Marysville, California, on May 50, 1956 a 
holiday, because of a charge for special delivery service 
that wes not rendered; and leaving insteed of the letter 
in the box, a printed card -- (POD Form 3907) marked [x] MATL 
WITH POSTAGE DUE. ‘The POSTAL MANUAL Part 166.45 gives in- 
Structions that notice be left that special delivery mail 
Me being held. See proper card in exhibits. 

POSTAL MANUAL 166.4 DELIVERY PROCEDURES, .41 To Whom 
Delivery May Be Made.-- Line 5, "At letter-carrier offices, 


Special delivery mail, other than registered and insured, 


13 


mauressed to a post office box or to the general delivery, 
memcaelivered to the box or held for delivery through the 
Meneral delivery window, unless the addressee has given 
Mritten notice that such mail be delivered to his residence 
mueerace Of business.” Since the plaintiff had not left any 
Mertten motice for delivery of any kind of mail to his res- 
Gdence or elsewhere, theré was no means by which the plein- 
Gitf could have been given special delivery service. Since 
mo fee is paid for delivery of special delivery mail to a 
post office box (Reference POSTAL MANUAL Part 354.722 a.), 
and a 100% refund is allowable when payment has been made 
for such service and such service has not been rendered, 
(Reference POSTAL MANUAL Part 147.231 ¢.) the postal clerk 
Should have ignored any. postage due note on the letter and 
Have left the letter in the post office box. As this was 
not done, then a mistake was made by the postal clerk. A 
Mistake was also made when the postal clerk demanded and 
took from me 3¢, before he would surrender the letter. 

This case is quite like the case of: WILLIAM W TEAL, 
M@iaintiff in Error, v. MARY C. FELTON.by her next friend, 
Meeries T. Hicks. (90 U.S. TEAL v. Felton, N. Y. 12 How. 


289, 131 Fad. 990) In this case the postmaster, Teal, at 


bf 


Syracuse N. Y. 1847, made the mistake of assuming a single 


letter on the wrapper of a newspaper to be a message to Mary 


C. Felton, the addressee and withheld the newspaper, 
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Meeaming additional funds due for first class mail. ‘The 
Memeen'’s First triend Charles T. Hicks brought suit in her 
BPenalf to recover the value of the newspaper, six (6¢) cents. 
Mae postmaster wes defended in every court, from that of the 
Justice of the peace for Onodaca County of New York up to 
@eemanciuding the Court of Appeals of New York. The verdict 
Mi each court was six (6¢) and costs, final total.$1356.19. 
Mnat was finally seid there could be said in this case: 

fee one State Court hed jurisdiction to try the cese. 
Meece Courts had jurisdiction over all cases of trover, and 
me constitution of the United States did not abrogate their 
jurisdiction in such cases as the present. 

Mr. Justice Wayne, "This was not a case in which judge- 
Mens could be used to determine any fact, except by some 
Other evidence than the letter itself. Nor was it one call- 
moe for discretion in the legal acception of that term in 
Pespect to officers who are called upon to discharge their 
@uties. What was done by the postmaster, was a mere act of 
His own, and ministerial, as that is understood to be dis- 
Mene. from judicial. ... It is the law which gives the 
Mustification, and nothing less than law can give irrespon- 
mipility to the officer, although he maybe acting in good 
faith uncer the instructions of his superior of the depart- 
ent to which he belongs. Here the instructions exceed the 
as marks and signs of themselves without some knowlecge 
their meaning and intention in the use of them, are as we 


Beve said, neither memoranda or writings. TRACY v. SWART”OUT 
)& 
Co 


m Pet. 80." 

The case just mentioned is concerned about a newspaper 
Heat was withheld from a postal patron. This case is 
@oncerned with a personal letter. The public has a right 
Borexpect to receive unmolested its personal mail by paying 
mes highest rates for mail, as first class mail, and by act 
MECONGRESS 39 U. S. C. Sec. 2502 DECLARATION OF POLICY, 
Meecifically, "(1) that the post office is a public service." 

The court erred in taking no step or action to protect 
ecm right of the plaintiff. 

BASIC STANDARDS OF ETHICAL CONDUCT. From Postal Manual 
9742.2. (House Concurrent Resolution 175, 85th Congress, 24 
Mession, 72 Stat. Ble) 

"1, Put loyaltv to the highest moral principles and to 
Country above loyalty to persons, party or government Dept. 

"2, Uphold the Constitution, laws, and legal regulations 
of the United States and of all governments therein and 
never meme party to their evasion. 

"5. Never discriminate unfairly by dispensing of special 
Mryvors or privileges to any one,.... | 

"16. Uphold these principles ever conscious that public 
Mecice is a public trust." 

CONCLUSION 

Me subject of decisions is discussed in THE AMERICAN 

MeUSLIC by Peter H. Odegard under Equal Justice under The 


law, page 508, paragraph 3 quoting Judge Bernard Botein, 


1G 
a 


Meme’ Oc 2 ind 
Meceoeo IO, WhO THE Deeeeh EROCLSS, by 2ornarc 7. 
Meera CUnCrS. Gort S, ThF oS pase Bry 
Meron eehecner the jury acteG rationcliv- tart is, 

Meets Verdict is supported bir the cvidence, Wiutrer 
Bone blic sen could reach the jury's verdict on the strength 


Bee adaissible and creditible evidence vxresentca- is @ 


Mecon Of lew to be aGecided by the judge." To arrive at 
Meeeecewithout a jury, should not <« jude 
Mecesonnble men, jurors, would consider the facts? 
Meroocer's Digest ilmensc for 1967 page 445, sives the 
Some of the averaze fanily as 36,882, 163% had incomes 
fer 35,000. Reasonable men at average income could not 
Perc to feel indifferent, to the use of the ce 
livery service, by those to whom long distance GOLe Qhone 
Memare & costly luxury. 

Meee ision of the district court Suggests feelings of 
ference inconsistent with present legal and social 
Meoue. it is inconsistent with postal resuletions ougie! 
G2ses cuoted in this brisf and other documents presented 
mec pladntivs. 

By srsgumert here presented the plaintiff concludes: 

5. Postal regulations have the force of law (see TORFUS 
Mmeec DON reference No. 3 this BRIEF age 6) and shoule 


Peecrvyca OY the postaester. 
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a re 


Re et NS the ryeznt to rocover payeest MEGS 
Memcoecr vices 1Ot rendcre’d. 
> M_eeiemncos O- = JOSbucsucer act. ™ violstion oF 
Memc.c ,osucotwr becomes purscnallv rémeencibl=c 
MeieemrcOtsSelucnces OF such ucts ana can claiwno tmebnl oy 
MEPEOUCTInicny Officér or postel enslovyee. 
MiG tO Take S&S reesonable comple int or Betition 


ee icemcnts! right enjoyed by all citizens ead mey nov 


Beeeesice by & postmaster. 


(oy 
1G) 


@ 
Q 
ie) 
C: 
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ww 


fee ee pleintiff is entitled to his reasonable 


Note: 

Mamabics were introduced at the trial at the begining of 
mee westimony. The proper type of notice to be left in a 
post office box to indicate special delivery mail was being 
Meuineld, was introduced by the plaintiff's wife, Mrs Mary 
Gay Hughes. The exhibits shown on page 9 were introduced 
My the plaintiff. 

™Mhye exhibits introduced by Mrs Hughes were obtained by 
Meneses the Yuba City post office. 

Plaintiff has made payment for the cost of msking three 
Copies of the record, and reserves the right to refer to 


@ny part thereof. New 


